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8-1 The gas pipeline would be tested, about 6 months prior to the first unit start up. The water source
would be construction water, which would probably be supplied by the Port. Hydrostatic testing of
the pipeline is a one-time test and it would consume no more than approximately 20,000 gallons.
If the plant discharge water line is tested at the same time it would use approximately 4,000
gallons. The first 600 MW of the plant would use a total of approximately 70,000 gallons for
hydrostatic testing as would the second phase.

Wherever possible, the water is used and re-used several times to minimize water consumption.
For large volume testing, the most likely source of water would be purchased from the Regional
Water System via Port of Umatilla or other local municipalities under their existing municipal
water right. For small volume testing, the project may use potable water from the city (piped to the
plant for domestic use) if it is more convenient to access than plant water. Hydrostatic testing
would be conducted in the last several months of plant construction when most plant systems and
tanks have been completely constructed.

Hydrostatic test water would be discharged to Cold Springs Reservoir under the water quality
requirements of the NPDES permit. If permit conditions cannot be met for the hydrostatic test
water, it would be trucked off-site by a licensed contractor.

8-2 As stated in the comment, the additional withdrawal by the Wanapa project does not trigger the
re-opener clause in the original CWA 404 permit. It was not considered appropriate to solicit
special review under the CWA.

A biological assessment is being prepared pursuant to §7 of the ESA. As to the CWA §404, the
use of the Port of Umatilla’s water right for withdrawal from the Columbia River would not
require review under the Clean Water Act because it is an already permitted activity under an
existing Section 404 Permit. (This is similar to the use of the same water rights by the already
existing power plants, which began using the Port’s water rights as late as mid-2002.)

8-3 The plant discharge water pipeline would not intersect with the Feed Canal until the final concrete
spillway at the bank of the Reservoir. This spillway would be upgraded to allow for the plant
discharge water to flow into the Reservoir. As such, it is correct that plant discharge would mix
with Feed Canal water at the spillway (unless required otherwise by the ODEQ in the NPDES
permit) and only when the Feed Canal is providing water to the reservoir. During summer and
early fall (June – October), there is typically no flow in the Feed Canal. There also are other
periods when no flow is diverted from the Umatilla River to the Feed Canal to maintain adequate
target flows for fish in the river. At these times, only Wanapa project water would be discharged
to the reservoir at the spillway.
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Plant discharge water would be measured as it leaves the plant on a continuous basis and this
information would be readily made available to the OWRD for calculation of delivery losses in the
Feed Canal upon request. The discharge point is downstream of the existing gage station. The
gage station is on the flow control gate on the Feed Canal a few hundred feet upstream of the
actual canal discharge into Cold Springs Reservoir. With this discharge point, calculation of
delivery losses in the canal should not be affected. However, if a measuring device were required
by OWRD, it would be provided by the project.

8-4 The Port is anticipating contracting with a consultant in the near future, which would be tasked
with completing the Port’s Water Management and Conservation Plan. The Port would look for
the plan to be completed some time in late 2004 or early 2005.

8-5 Sampling conducted of Cold Springs Reservoir in August 2003 determined that surface water
temperatures at that time ranged from 70ºF to 77ºF. If plant discharge temperatures are 70ºF to
75ºF in the summer months, it is not anticipated there would be any effect on reservoir
temperatures in the summer months. Winter temperatures in the reservoir and the plant discharge
water are expected to be the same. However, the project’s NPDES permit application would be
required to demonstrate the potential effect of plant discharge temperature on reservoir
temperature. Since the flow is from the river to the reservoir, no negative effect on temperature in
the Umatilla River is anticipated.
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8-6 The Wanapa project would comply with OWRD requirements for a permit to discharge into Cold
Springs Reservoir and subsequent use of the water for irrigation purposes. The project would file
an application to impound water and an application to divert water from storage for irrigation.

8-7 Oregon DEQ, as noted in response to Comment 5-8, would permit the discharge to Cold Springs
Reservoir. The agency would conduct the primary review and approval of the NPDES permit
application. The permit application would analyze the impacts of the plant discharge on the water
quality of Cold Springs Reservoir and associated uses such as agricultural applications.

8-8 The Reclamation would evaluate the proposed discharge and all required and supplemental data
for their evaluation would be provided.

8-9 See response to Comment 5-7.1

                                                          
1Oregon EFSC procedures and processes are in accordance with requirements of the Oregon statutes which
can be found in (www.energy.state.or.us/siting) under the heading “Energy Facility Siting (the sitting
process, standards and laws)”. For the application of EFSC regulation refer to ORS 469,300(11)(E)(ii) at
the same web site.




